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Dear Peter, 

jerry Folieoff gives me to understand that at some time in the past you pot sane 

^ Ck ^/ aU ® e f 3 * had faith 1x1 one °* conclusions, in my writing. If this is 'the ease. 
m sorry aoout it and about nobody having ever* consulted urn about it. 

f », + M1 “T"® Who writa icri0 " tbat there **H always bo those who dislike some or all 
LilfS T 1 nn paper. is nhs hope of tlioww tt g who are honest that we will be 
t0 faat f^ d to th9 selection we Bake, »e can t do anything about the prejudices 
others may bold. We are also humans and humans do-err. * 

- rvJTT*’ aXthou * 1 * never it, I do take considerable pri.de In my work. 

Few people have ever puonshea as much on any subiect Fpa a U i.w, _ , * 

and as obfuscated mid befuddled with deliberateness . I write cljlex booS Stfnews^ 

pressures and without an editor, all the Whitewash books are retyped fir-t drafts Desnite 

arjssr.r 1 40 **» ^ » «• «*. 2*. .. ^ xa.’sr 

* , ^ ! here iB no ~ mrt of »**.<& in which I take EOK pride than in the aepu»« T»n 

stask that .today against any non-fiction of anyones selection. 

.. . T th ® y® 01 ® ti “ >re has noVar been a complaint to my face by anyone who ellra->d 

JJ®* . I / id abused ‘“ 1 ® Ci ’ faot * 1 ao«Sht every confrontation oossible~on this. I have 
S thml the aTO ®» *“ ^ ***** survive. S^re L 

» £r ^ fy ■*» «-» k»— «»» w o? t s» ,Sid p hj^2r 

Perc^^Tfl^ 3 i^Y !! ! nlS °® batin e aPPO^tmeixts after our one confrontation. 
apSIel T ZZ1° B ° ne fr ° e when, while the makeup was being 

®fthl£ »d SS!" “ 0Ult ““ "**°*** “» «*■* ~ «• »U-. I taw topes 

it is nltamlifJ ° f it includ0s ? erha ? s 5,000 unsolicited correspondents - 

it is not difficulc for me to guess what could be involved. 

r I !„ i ! ^ bab ^ a criticism aado long after the fact by one David Lifton about what 

crficiS° U d Tf £ ^ ZaprUd6r «"«- About * »-* •« ter the boofapiSd. ££ 
S?h A « d K Si r ed t0 h® superficially reasonable, was not and was based upon a presumption 
8 asis, a combination of factual error and misunderstanding by an FBI agent®" 

What I said was accurate because I quoted the FBI reoort aecur«tp1v In r , 

~ Sd ±t i f ^! 3ilaiIe ’ That the caIaera b 8 * no such setting was not kn^n until ’ after *” 

2ve^i? P STw eCaU ^ t! 18 that I' 0rk Whl0h forced the “» into the hands of thT^ 
bo ernmeait that had spent two years shedding it® Mot until after the book appeared was I 

error'” th ^ & dupldoate of bbab camera® Nor many were made. And despite the 3PBl®s 
i™'’ > td ? r “ r ®™ airis tf > tnis day an open question about how fast the camera was going at 
iT neVer wis my photo intelligence with the film. I went into Sis in 

photo intcllire^ 1 ^ 11 E ^. b °? k3 * The background was even altered to make dependable 

photo intelligence impossible. Ip also was done prfor to the pretense of an effort to 

prevent it by Rankin and that not until tln W uonthTtoo late! 

lnwi T lfmy presu ^ption that Lif ton's corruption is what brought editorial wrath down 
ln°+ i3CO fff ct ’ then I regret that the editor did not follow normal practise and 
SL^ft^ me * I'H also surprised that nobody up there had any question about why 

BUp f bea 60 ce ** th<; ~ I'm on he was without complaint about X 
official handling of any aueect of this, from FBI "error" to Barren Commission uSStiS 



“’t* °' “ “ thS to P**. i» tell i TO 

H» is not Sioun.d for^^ple^^^^trin^red^ Ji’i'f P=i(J>t anil very creiy. 
not taught in Sunday School. " ln ® OTBd ^ indulges in other practises 

Xou should have heardii his er>y><;i m , , . 

committed from a combination of papl£ mach© the assassination was 

Beale, y Plasa at night and tumiels du* thrnn^^T+s dlSappeared mysteriously from 
(read LBJ)* 6X8 dUg throu eh° ttt tGS la uecrecy by Brown ft Root 

torial command of science of thTfu^^ 3uoJl Was the ««spirB- 

either *_ i — ss-J!t£ : 5 “^“ rss. M “ “■« *■* 

Psan Susie or 5" T Sj a lwtt vjrci ““ -Utm 

throughout Texas. They - meaning ell . ' k P ^° r tht> offia S in secret meetings 

as the man whose word the Times took idLthour q Sto^Jldit! " “*° **“ ”* 1 aS3a3ains » 

after I started bS^nTto'light £t ^ ? ith this siokness and particularly 

fed a deep resentment iUld ffilled *> *> Hftcn has 

those who were friends while seeking to swear ""** t0 ^ *° 


I did on h th^°Sag e ^2 5 lor^.^fJhose^r 60 X ST ** ° ffort *> P^loin the work 
learned about it and wrote thorn, ttey chided M ^™ dUC f d tae f *r* Exsuutive Action. When I 
the lawyer with whom he'd made the effort ' onlv to^ XX 3 f >s ~ cssneasne “s and he chided 
confidential! ty 0 If you doubt tMs vau lt ,wV i f Whan told hs fe* not asked 
is a New York City lawyer.^ SL^Lflte^d S 5F*Z “* ^ 

was in court, with the producers, WakefoSrf f X* attem P ted thef ^ is that it 

Idfton having filed a counter suite ‘ “ 5 stt ‘ ne haH seven figures and 

I don’t recall whether Policcff has knowledge or not. Probably does. 

* 0 " *•"££ of man 

between my blowingof thTattempted^l^ Jl - G ° X alles ® a cause-effect relationship 
to deliver what wfs wa^d! ° f *“ SUitS «*"* ***" 
asking a Nixon for a character SSren^ ^ a^K. y ° U ^ ** the P° siti ^ <* 

rebut my chalLnjS d 011 U * “ e did not 

had been a victim of it. ^ taken ^ evid seriously. Or that you 

degree mortal can. I have preser^rSl intontion ‘ iQf integrity to the 

others may judge fiirly. IhaveS Sd Sli L™ \XLX ?' aspaadene0 s0 that ^ the future 
transferred final pagination to the draftTio^ fe^res. Ky wife in tetyping has 
I do believe that it will be difficult to find S& T Checkine * 1 aiso claim more than intent 
as clear of error or reasonable critioiam *"* iS 

of admit error^and apMio^zs "for it!" dSaan 1 wouId like the oppprturj.ty to confront 

protest from anyone mentioned JTit. ^cent^^^o^' XX "° ^ aot 8 ***&& 

time. Rather in the fifth case fo~ therp ^ "°f^ 1,60:1 teR “ eri ^ court for the fifth 

there. He kidded me about S- Ll Tl ^ ^ 30 Mutation, ft, iv'aldron was 

ahead too much. The odds we^ea^.^S’ ^ ^ ***** to *** 

hide my pride in it. th cord in eXi exceptional one and I do not 
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, . f 0U ^L t5j ? e8 J 1 *® e * nd ' aave ^ tlU! near future I have tackled the department of Justify 

Mto me t n ^ e r °*i S 0r5aati0a OUit8 * Where At M3 * mm «V vord against that of the Deputy 
Attorney eaeral and before a court not prejudice in my favor I got a summary judgement to 

a long career I venture to sugyeat you have not reported many of thorn, Wher- it was my° 

^ ® gE ‘ inS - t **** the folTCer Solicitor General of the United States 9 and this tin#? 

» a judga who is opposed to vas law - that judge took my word on the invocation of 
national security, as you may by now have read, 

of the *2 °?r ° f th L Se < TT “ *, ’T 1 r s ^^sntal to bringing about amendment 
of the iaw. (Congressional Record &/30/74.) I lost throu ; fch official corruption. And I'm 

“E® r ° ad ^ tha history of the amendment makes it 

?r^ iC tha p ihe Congress ;EB - quite overwhelmingly and over Ford's veto - overridden 
the ihipreme Court's interpretation, overridden 

I know of no writer who has accepted - nay, made- ouch challenges for his work. 

w . . , GQQ SE®sak has given me four out of four and against enormous odds in FOI. 

P T th L 2ay Gas9 Aa work or is based on it, with a remarkable 
young lawyer doing remaUeaoly feood legal work against experienced and very strong 
^osition 0 leadthe decision in our favor by the 6th circuit court of aSLallTor 
JSoS toartoj/ 1 “ ° at ^ 00nfaa “ tin « ** Aestivation ^ other work in the 

i<3 + , , Hy i ®J ha ! ‘ :VeQ if 1 had 3li PP®£ up on that camera business, the fact 

is that my work has survived the most vigorous and powerful adversary testing Few of 

“tfaSvnL^ 086 ° f -n 

T thouit d il n ° t P ^, y0U 7 ** 1 : 0r ^Aord's/Sockef elder's comrission because 

the possibility of embarrassing you was too great. It is a national desk story 
to any event. When no single reporter in the entire country phoned me once his appoint? 

toeW thSre ^ ^ a s P° ntane °us policy decision. There is toe much 
I can t do and there was nothing in this for me or my work. However, to the overall there 
was and is much fbr the toes, which has done well and has enemies to the press of which 

1)8611 ±nt:±8crete w ith a fr#id of mine. Besides, a Times sub- 
sidiary published his sickening book, one in which 'he knowing-lv lied. 

iik. to b ° u ™ - ° ot - * to * *”• *>» —*w« 

Please do not misunderstand my purposes. I have taken this time because my 
integriV 33(1 that of my work mean* much to me and because I would not impose upon any- 
one s trust. If I have correctly anticipated what made a problem for you, I believe my 

th?rd U T aSOaa ;° ie criticisn of you was unjust and invalid. If I have not guessed 

*.ne right one A am not unwilling to confront whatever it may have been. 

“ anOTGr and it is rlot criticism of you. It was the obligation of 
whatever editor leaned on you to have questioned me and given me an opportunity tc con- 
front and respond. 


Best personal wishes. 



